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INTRODUCTION

If anything was learned through empirical social research in America in

the period since the thirties, it was that socio-economic status is related

to a very wide spectrum of behavior. In the thirties, ways were devised for

measuring socio-economic status and in the decades since that time literally

hundreds of studies have been made in which the social class positions of

individuals were found to be related to behavior and attitude.

The purpose of this paper is to extract from the more recent studies of

socio-economic status, their implications for our understanding of the charac-

teristics of the poor. The bibliographic effort involved was used as the

underpinning for our earlier article in this volume: indeed, that was its

main aim. However, a review and summary of the literature in this field has

some considerable value in its own right. First of all, such a survey is a

good antidote to the "Columbus complex," a state of mind to which social

scientists are susceptible and which consists of the tendency to discover over

and over again what has been adequately established earlier. Secondly, a re-

view can also show the inconsistencies and gaps in our knowledge. As the

reader will learn, it is not entirely clear whether this area of knowledge

about our society is an over- or an under-explored territory.
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A Rvviw o. the Literature on Social Class and Poverty:

Tie iiiernture dealing with social class as a variable is considerable

;id i t was obvious from the start: that the entire body of this literatre

could not be surveyed. Consequently, a number of topics had to be omitted

at the outset, and some limits established on the inclusion of material.

Since our bias is in the direction of empirical sociology, our coverage of

a number of related disciplines is undoubtedly incomplete. The most serious

omission is the economic treatment of poverty, an area in which we may

claim no particular competence. A number of areas within the usual meaning

of social stratification (e.g., occupational prestige, social mobility,

and stratification theory) were excluded from the start. We have also

eliminated studies dealing with social class measurement and methodology.

We began by systematically screening each issue of the major sociological

journals, and a number of related publications, from 1950 to 1966.*

Articles which dealt with the correlates of social class position were read

and abstracted. Relevant references to separate monographs or to journal

articles not subject to the screening were also read and abstracted. In

addition, published collections of articles and conference proceedings dealing

with poverty were covered. A preliminary draft of our bibliography was

circulated to participants in the Seminar on Poverty and to other interested

persons. As a results of their cooperation, many omissions were called to

our attention, and some unpublished material made available to us. An earlier

version of this paper was presented at the August, 1967, meeting of the Socio-

* American Journal of Sociology, American Sociological Review, Journal
of Educational Sociology, Journal of Abnormal and Social Psychology, Journal
of Social Issues, Marriage and Family Living, Public Opinion Quarterly,
Social Forces, Social Problems, Social Work, Sociometry, Welfare in Review.
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logical Research Association, San Francisco, California, and we have incor-

porated many of the suggestions arising from this presentation in this revision.

lu spite of precautions, there are obvious gaps. There is no sure way of

estimating the number of relevant articles missed by our screening methods.

More seriously, since the start of the "War on Poverty" a great deal of

research of the "poor" has been undertaken. Unless, either through chance

or sociometric referral, unpublished memoranda from these ongoing researches

have passed through our hands, projects which may in a few years contribute

the hulk of our knowledge concerning the characteristics of the present-day

"poor" are not systematically covered.

Our original screening, plus the referrals netted approximately 750

articles and books; clearly, some criteria had to be established for putting

manageable bounds on the material to allow for integration and analysis.

Given a bias towards empirical research, most of the impressionistic

articles dealing with the poor have been excluded. Research studies with

obvious deficiencies in either research design, sampling methods, or

analysis were excluded on the grounds that their findings and interpretations

were of limited or unknowable value. In principle, this is a sound approach;

in practice, it has its limitations. A number of areas -- e.g., the place

of work in individual self-identification, the possible differential handling

of delinquents from various social-classes by law enforcement agencies, the

uses of leisure by social class, or the ideology of welfare -- are so

sparsely researched that we had to rely on every shred of evidence available

for interpretation. In a number of other areas -- e.g., child-rearing

practices, educational and occupational aspirations of adolescents, studies

relating SES and performance on intelligence tests -- the literature

is so extensive that the citations, perforce, reflect some degree of selection
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among works we considered to be equival
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variations in behavior are present within these groupings which should not be

overlooked. Yet, for example, the typology suggested by S.M. Miller (1964)

or W. Miller's (1958) characterization of the lower-class in terms of six

"local concerns" have not been rigorously tested.* In many instances, data

are available from which to make finer distinctions, but because the samples

are small, the authors collapse their categories and so obliterate finer

points.

Third, most of the writers have been so impressed with the finding

that socio-economic position (no matter how measured) is associated with a

variety of dependent varLables that they have generally not taken the further

steps of assessing the strength or degrees of relationship or attempting to

explain why such relationships are found. Few investigators have employed

measures of association which allow the reader to assess how strongly a

particular dependent variable is related to socio-economic status. As a

consequence, descriptive statements usually lend themselves to somewhat

exaggerated views of class differences. For example, the literature on "need

achievement" contains findings which, when translated into correlation coeffi-

cients, are of the order of .2 - .4, but descriptive statements about the

findings give the impression that there are strikingly different orientations

to achievement by socio-economic status. To some extent to which these am-

biguities in the literature have carried over into this paper.

Similarly, the finding that socio-economic status is correlated with

* The study by Cohen and Hodges (1963) is a notable attempt to charac-
terize the "lower-blue-collar" class and its differences from our groups;
but even there, as the authors admit "the interpretations are post facto
attempts to make sense of our data." Another example is the comparison
of the child-rearing environment and family functioning of "upper-lower"
and "very low-lower" class families by Pavenstedt (1965). The overall
theoretical orientation of this study, however, was psychoanalytic, and
the criteria for dividing families into the two groups do not lend themselves
to replication.
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some dependent variable is very infrequently followed up with either further

empirical specification or speculation concerning the causal nexus between

SES and the dependent variable in question. With the notable exceptions

of Merton (1.95/) and Kriesberg (1963) , who have attempted to work out

rationales for class differences, most social scientists typically regard

such findings as ultimate explanations requiring little further exploration.

For eyample, the relationship between SES and tests of intellectual function-

ing has been documented for decades, yet only recently has one of the prior

variables, i.e., linguistic development, been studied. The precise effects

of some intervening variables, such as quality of education, are still unclear.

We could, by drawing elaborate causal models based on numerous studies re-

construct some of these relationships, but the problems of samples and statis-

tics would obstruct such an effort. Or, the inverse relationship between

socio-economic status and divorce is well-documented, but with the exception

of coode's (1951,1966) explanation and the Moynihan report, few studies have

set out to empirically study this relationship with a sample large enough to

allow for the possibility that different mechanisms may be causing the re-

lationship observed at different levels. A study -of the structure and

functioning of the Negro family in the United States, to the best of our

knowledge, 1;as not been published.* As a consequence of the research of the

past few decades, we know a lot about what the differences are among socio-

economic groups, but very little about why such differences exist.

Two additional problems were encountered, and not solved to our complete

satisfaction: comparability of findings and the historical period which the

studies cover. The research technology available to social scientists has

* E. Franklin Frazier's (1939) classic study is now more than thirty
years old, and rests heavily on relatively slight research and is geared
to a period in American Negro history which is now long past.



6

grown rapidly in sophistication over the period surveyed; researchers in the

mid-sixties have access to electronic computers, unavailable to the researcher

of the Fillies. More funds for research were available in the later period.

Consequently, comparisons and juxtapositions of findings from different

periods are fraught with danger. Furthermore, we have no way of assessing

whether some of the findings reported at the start of our period are still

relevant today, or conversely. Consequently, the reader is cautioned not to

regard the empirical related in our analysis as holding for all times and

places. For example, the political apathy of the poor is well documented,

but under certain circumstances, such as the recent (1967) racial riots,

politicization of the poor can occur.*

Who are the "poor"?:

In the current literature on the poor and in policy discussions, the defi-

nition of poverty is an unresolved problem. AK agree that those living in

poverty are persons and households which have considerably less than average

access to goods and services and considerably less than average financial

and other resources. There is no agreement, however, on where to draw the

poverty line; that is, on what constitutes minimum adequacy, and secondarily

on how many Americans can be considered "poor." This disagreement can be

expected to continue indefinitely for two reasons: first, because no index

and no cutting point will do everything that every party to the dispute would

desire, and second, because social change will not acquiesce in the preserva-

tion of any index.**

* In this sense, Marx' characterization of the lumpenproletariat as,

at best, politically inert, and at worst, counter-revolutionary was histori-

cally conditioned.

** Examples of these discussions can be found in nordon (1965), Harrington

(1962), Orshansky (1965), Anderson (1964), and Ferman, et al. (1965).
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Part of the disagreement over the concepts of the "poor" and of "poverty"

stems from the distinction, often implicit, made by many writers, between two

types of poverty and of poor people. On the one hand, there are the "respectable"

poor, persons who are just like standard middle-class Americans except that

they have less income and wealth. On the other hand, there are the"disrepu-

table" poor, those who not only have limited resources but also behave differently

or hold values different from those of standard middle-class Americans. For

example, Warner and his students (1949) distinguish a lower-lower class from

an upper-lower class primarily on the basis of values and behavior.* Marx

(1914) used the term "lumpenproletariat" to characterize the most disorganized

and bestialized element of the working class. He predicted that the "lumpen-

proletariat" would be used by counter-revolutionary forces to oppose the righteous

revolution of the working class.**

Contemporary discussions of the poor distinguish between those who, be-

cause of events of their life cycle or the chance happenings of disaster,

"happen" to be suffering from a low level of income and wealth -- the aged,

the sick, the disabled, the victims of economic dislocations -- and the "chronic"

poor, those who are unable to "make a go of it" because of character deficiencies

or lack of skill. it is the latter group upon which the greatest attention

is centered. A set of terms has been filtering into the literature to

* In Social Class in America, Warner distinguishes a "common man" level de-

scribed by his respondents as "poor but respectable," "poor but honest," and

"poor but hardworking," from a "below the common man level" described as "river

rats," "peckerwoods," "dirty and immoral," and "those who live like pigs."

** In the 18th Brumaire, Marx writes: "Along with ruined roues of questionable

means of support and questionable antecedents, along with foul and adventures-

seeking dregs of the bourgeoisie, there were vagabonds, dismissed soldiers, dis-

charged convicts, runaway galley slaves,... -- in short, the whole undefined,

dissolute, kicked-about mass that the Frenchmen style 'la bohtme.'"
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characterize this group: "the new poor," "multi-problem families," the "new

working class," "unstable families," "the culture of poverty," and so on.

Other terms -- e.g., the "disreputable poor," and "paupers" -- have been re-

furbished, usually encased in quotation marks, presumably to indicate that

they are being used without old-fashioned pejorative connotations. Note that

all of these terms are used to imply that something more than income is

missing in this group. They indicate that these are people who are poor and

who cannot cope with their poverty despite their lack of any obvious physical

and mental disabilities. These are people who "make noise," "cause trouble,"

and generally create "problems" for the rest of society.* The "poor" then, to

whom the major amount of attention is addressed in the new literature on po-

verty are those whose income is low (excluding the disabled, the retired, and

the temporarily poor), who are unanble to cope successfully even at a minimal

level with their poverty, and who present problems to society. Although no

single writer employs precisely this definition, we think it covers the essen-

tial features of most.**

There are two important distinctions of this definition: First, the

definition stresses the non-economic aspects of poverty and hence is more in

keeping with social policies which are directed at changing values and behavior

than with policies which stress full employment and income maintenance. Second,

it is a definition which easily becomes circular: the target population is

defined as poor because they manifest certain characteristic problems; the

* As Matza (1966) points out, this is especially evident in the British

term, "problem family," and the American adaptation, "multi-problem" family.

** Cohen, 1964; Engel, 1966; Harrington, 1962; O. Lewis, 1966; Lockwood, 1960;

Matza, 1966; S.M. Miller, 1964a, 1964b; W.B. Miller, 1958, 1959; Pavenstedt,

1965; Riessman, 1962, 1964; and Schneiderman, 1964, 1965. Of these writers,

S.M. Miller has attempted to elaborate a typology of the lower classes, distin-

guishing essentially between the "hopeless" poor and those who are attempting

to cope with their problems.
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problems are then explained as due to the fact that the target population is

poor.

This new literature which describes the specific characteristics of the

"lower-lowers" (to use Warner's neutral term) tends to consist of case

studies or qualitative field observations rather than extensive, quantitative,

and systematic analyses of population characteristics. Perhaps because the

literature is so meager there is considerable agreement among writers concerning

specific characteristics which are manifested by the "lower-lowers." These

features include:

1. Labor-Force Participation: Long periods of unemployment

and/or very intermittent employment. Public assistance is

frequently a major source of income for extended periods.

2. Occupational Participation: When employed, jobs held are at

the lowest levels of skills OD OM e.g., domestic service,

unskilled labor, menial service jobs, and farm labor.

3. Family and Interpersonal Relations: High rates of indices

of marital instability (desertion, divorce, separation), high

incidence of households headed by females, high rates of

illegitimacy; unstable and superficial interpersonal relation-

ships characterized by considerable suspicion of persons out-

side the immediate household.

4. Community Characteristics: Residential areas with very poorly

developed voluntary associations and low levels of participation

in such local voluntary associations as exist.

5. Relationship to Larger Society: Little interest in, or knowledge

of, the larger society and its events; some degree of alienation
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from the larger society.

6. Value Orientation: A sense of helplessness and low sense of

personal efficacy; dogmatism and authoritarianism in political

ideology; fundamentalist religious views with some strong

inclinations toward beliefs in magical practices. Low 'need

achievement' and low levels of aspirations for the self.

Although several other characteristics could be added to this inventory,

our informal content analysis of the literature indicates that these charac-

teristics are those over which there is considerable consensus and which tend

to be stressed as critical features of the "lower-lowers."

Dissent among writers centers around three issues: first, there is the

question of whether the "lower-lowers" are "happy" or not. Some writers

extol the spontaneity of expression among this group while others ascribe

the same phenomenon to lack of impulse control. Some see the poor as having

a fine and warm sense of humor but others regard their humor as bitter and

sad. Some claim that the poor are desperately trying to change their condition,

sinking into apathy when it becomes clear to them that the odds are greatly

against their being able to do so, others deny that a strong desire for change

exists.

The second major point of disagreement arises over whether or not the

"lower-lowers" have developed a contra-culture -- a rejection of the core values

of American society -- or whether they are best characterized by what Hyman

Rodman (1963) calls "value stretch," a condition
in which the main values are

accepted as valid, by persons, who, nonetheless, exempt themselves from ful-

filling the requirement of norms.*

* As described in Rodman (1963), the concept of "value stretch" is a phe-

nomenon not peculiar to the "lower-lowers." No normative system is adhered to

completely by everyone in the society, and, depending upon the norms in question,
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A third issue over which there is some disagreement concerns the extent

to which the characteristics of the poor are "cultural" or "situational."

From the point of view of some writers, many features of "lower-lower" life

are passed on from generation to generation forming a "culture (or subculture)

of poverty" which once started is as difficult to change as any other valid

culture (0. Lewis, 1966; W.B. Miller, 1958). Other writers stress the situ-

ational determinants of these characteristics, indicating that they arise as

accomodative responses to the conditions of poverty (Kriesberg, 1963; Rainwater,

1966). Obviously, this issue to some extent overlaps the second area of disa-

greement described above: a contra-culture is a subculture although a sub-

culture need not necessarily be set up in opposition to the main cultural

streams of a society.

Even if we had limited our discussion to those sets of characteristics

about which minimal consensus exists, it would still be a major undertaking

to draw a definitive portrait of the poor. The major reason for this diffi-

culty is that the literature describing the "lower-lower" class does not

provide us with information on the relative weights to be attributed to these

characteristics. Thus, if we take the position that a person (or household)

is to be counted as a member of the "lower-lower" group if and only if he

manifests each and every one of the characteristics described above, then it

is obvious that extremely small numbers of the population would fall into the

group so defined. The addition of each characteristic necessarily restricts

the eligible population, except where characteristics are very highly corre-

the latitude given for compliance can be considerable. For example, adultery
has undoubtedly been widespread throughout the whole range of American social
strata although there is clear evidence from attitude surveys that legitimate
sexual alliances are to be preferred over adulterous ones. If there is any
reason for the concept to be applied to the "lower-lowers" with more force
than to any other group in American society, it is that their lives (for a
variety of reasons) depart from standard American in more areas and more
dramatically.



12

lated with each other. It is doubtful, however, whether such a rigorous defi-

nition of the poor is subscribed to by any one of the writers whose orientation

we have discussed.

Lt. seems more sensible to apply these defining characteristics according

to some sort of scale. At the simplest level, the presence or absence of each

characteristic can be weighted in deciding whether or not an individual or

household is to be counted among the "lower-lowers." However, in this case,

the critical question becomes what weight should be given to each of the charac-

teristics, that is, which are the most essential characteristics, the absence

or presence of which should more definitely determine whether or not an indi-

vidual or household is to be a member of the "lower-lower" class.*

Although most of the writers have not been particularly clear on this

point, we make the assumption that occupation is the sine gal non of the

"lower-lowers." Hence, "lower-lower" characterizes persons or households

whose main breadwinner is permanently unemployed and/or when employed, holds

down occupations on the lowest skill and income levels. However, since,

according to the literature, not all such persons should be considered members

of the "lower-lower" class, persons in this group have to manifest some or all

of the other characteristics described in order to be considered members of

the "lower-lower" class.

In short, a person or household who is to be considered as a member of

the "lower-lower" class displays certain occupational characteristics and

also some (as yet unspecified) combination of behavioral or attitudinal charac-

* Note that Warner bypasses this question entirely by defining membership
in a particular class in terms of some sort of consensus in a community that
the individual or household in question belongs in that class. (Warner,
Social Class in America, 1949). Hence, his definition of the "lower-lowers"
is perhaps the least subject to circularity, although the most difficult to
apply in a given empirical situation.
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teristics.* Fortunately for the purposes of this paper, it was not necessary

to come to grips fully with this question, since our main concern was with

the general correlates of socio-economic position.

The overview of our knowledge about the poor presented earlier in this

volume, was derived from a synthesis of the empirical literature and a con-

frontation between these findings and the composite picture derived from the

qualitative and impressionistic material just presented. If the differences

shown in the empirical material between middle and working class were such

that an extrapolation from them resulted in a prediction of "lower-lower"

class behavior which is consistent with the descriptions provided in our

composite portrait, then we would have some basis for inferring that the

"lower-lower" class is not qualitatively different from the rest of society,

but simply more extreme in these behaviors. On the other hand, if extrapo-

lation from known differences had resulted in predictions which are inconsis-

tent with our composite portrait, then we would have had reason to infer that

the poor are indeed qualitatively different from the rest of the population.

As argued above, however, our findings indicated that the major differences

are quantitative, not qualitative.

It could be said that our strategy was deficient: on the one hand we

placed a composite portrait based on non-systematic and impressionistic evi-

dence and on the other hand confronted it with almost two decades of empirical

* Obviously, this is not yet a workable definition, since the way in
which these secondary characteristics are to be combined in an index or
scale has yet to be specified. Exactly how some of the writers on the
poor (see especially 0. Lewis, 1966) come up with estimates of the propor-
tion of the total population who are "lower-lower" or "living in the cul-
ture of poverty" is something of a mystery. We suspect that these estimates
are arrived at by considering a combination of income and occupation, elimi-
nating those who are "merely" poor by subtracting the old, disabled, and
temporarily unemployed, leaving the residual as those "living in the
culture of poverty."
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research. Indeed, it may even be arguod that this portrait is incorrect and

that no conclusive inferences can be made. It is our belief, however, that

given the current state of knowledge about the poor, our conclusion was the

most reasonable. The question of the accuracy of our inferences and

extrapolations cannot be resolved until the large-scale, quantitative studies

of representative samples of the poor provide the necessary documentation.

The Correlates of Socio-Economic Status:

This part of the paper is a series of short stories, each covering a

substantive area in which some social-class differentials have been found.

in condensed form, these sections provide for the reader the "raw data" from

which we have drawn many of our inferences about the poor in the United States.

The synthesis attempted within each area will also provide a useful entry point

for social-scientists, and proverbial intelligent laymen to the literature

on social-class and poverty.

The classification system employed here attempts to be systematic, but

is clearly not the cnly way these studies can be grouped. Some readers may

find it useful to rearrange findings in what are analytically more useful

ways. In the case of small studies or laboratory experiments, classification

was not difficult and extracting the major finding an easy task. When we were

confronted with large-scale national surveys, the problem was more difficult.

In those cases, we have reported one or two relevant findings, and left the

idler richness of the SE materials to be investigated by the reader.

Both in the text itself, and in numerous footnotes we have indicated

sources of additional information or corroborative studies. It should be re-

membered that the main reason for citing a study is not because it is an

exemplar of empirical research but because it provides some evidence, no

matter how precariously established, concerning socio-economic status and its
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correlates. We are aware of the fact that both our citations and bibliography

may leave the reader with an enigma: namely, was that omitted material with

which he is personally acquainted merely overlooked or considered inadequate

for inclusion? We hope that the discussion of our method and some of the

criteria for selection set forth in the preceding section will help resolve

those issues.

A. Community Organization and Participation in Voluntary Associations:

The literature on poverty and the poor describes the areas inhabited by

the "lower-lowers" as severely lacking in community organization; i.e., the

voluntary associations usually found in many middle-class areas, whose pur-

poses are to look after the collective interests and the commonweal of the

area in question, are not present. Consequently, it is difficult to locate

and negotiate with "indigenous" leaders who can legitimately speak for, and

make committments on behalf of area inhabitants. Even those local voluntary

associations which can be found, e.g., churches, social clubs, etc., tend to

be concerned with their own particular affairs and not with the neighborhood

coomunity or public interests in general.

This is not to imply that the areas occupied by the poor are socially

disorganized. Whyte (1943) and Gans (1962) both demonstrate that individuals

in the slums are connected to each other in complicated networks of peer and

kinship groups. However, organizations concerned with community affairs, both

internally and in dealing with the larger society, are relatively rare. Cans,

for example, notes the relative helplessness of the people he studied to or-

ganize sufficiently to halt the redevelopment of their neighborhood.

So rare are those working class or "lower-lower" neighborhoods which do

manage to achieve some degree of community organization that a great deal of
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attention has been paid to the few examples which exist. Alinsky's (1946)

sn -;essful organization of the Back-of-the-Yards neighborhood of Chicago during

the Thirties and his later, even more dramatic, organization of Woodlawn

(Silberman, 1964) (a "lower-lower" Negro slum of Chicago), are prime examples

of successful organization in types of areas usually characterized by its lack.*

Systematic studies directly touching upon the density of voluntary asso-

ciations by areas are not frequent. Rossi (1956) studied four areas in Phila-

delphia and found, by canvassing voluntary associations in each area, that the

two high-status areas had many more voluntary associations than the two low-

status areas.** Glazer and Moynihan (1963) argue that the main difference which

accounted for the rapid rise in social status of some immigrant groups (namely

the Jews) and the relatively retarded rise of others (notably Italians, Negroes,

and Irish) was the lack of voluntary mutual aid associations in areas occupied

by the latter.

At the level of individual participation in voluntary associations, re-

search findings are more plentiful. Hausknecht (1962) reanalyzed two national

sample surveys and found participation in voluntary associations to be positively

related to education, occupation, and income; although also related to stages

in the life-cycle, with heaviest participation among the middle-aged. This

study also concurs with our previous statements that not only do participation

* Other recent examples of concerted attempts to build community organization

in unorganized, urban, lower-class areas are Mobilization for Youth, operating

on New York's lower East Side, Haryou-Act in Harlem, and the various Community

Action Programs sponsored by the Office of Economic Opportunity. A recently

published book by Marris and Rein (1967) discusses the evolution of many of

the recent programs, giving special attention to the philosophies behind them.

Unfortunately, they do not present much information on the success or failure

of the attempts to organize these areas.
Note that neither low-status area would qualify as being primarily a

"lower-lower" neighborhood.
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rates differ, but also the types of organizations to which lower-status indi-

viduals belong are different. Wright and Hyman (1958), present evidence from

two national probability samples and a number of metropolitan area samples and

find similar patterns, along with fairly strong ethnic and religious differences.*

Participation in specific voluntary associations also shows the same pattern

of higher rates of membership and participation on the part of persons from

higher socio-economic levels. Goode (1966) compares the religious behavior of

two national samples (the first predominantly white, Protestant, rural, and

blue-collar; the second a white, Congregationalist, urban, white-collar, and

high-income sample) and finds that church participation (as measured by atten-

dance, membership, and officeholding in church organizations) is positively

associated with social status.** Greeley and Rossi (1966) find the same pattern

among Roman Catholics with attendance at mass and the performance of ritual

duties more frequent among higher-status Catholics. Demerath (1966) argues that

there are differences among socio-economic levels in styles of relgious be-

havior with the higher levels being more committed to church organization and

ritual, and lower status people being more concerned with devotion and "spirit."

Goode (1966) suggests that for the middle class, church activity has become

secularized so that it is an extension of overall associational participation;

whereas for the lower class it is more intrinsically religious in character.

Participation in political activities is also inversely related to socio-

economic levels. Matthews (1954) found that the socio-economic status of

legislators on all levels was predominantly upper-middle class, with lawyers

constituting a majority of Congressmen and Senators. Persons with working-

class occupations were found very infrequently, and then only on local legis-

* Many other researchers working with smaller and less extensive samples re-
port the same findings (e.g., Dotson, 1951; Reissman, 1954; Foskett, 1955).

** Goode's article contains references to a great many relevant studies dealing

with various aspects of social class and church participation.
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lative bodies (e.g., city councils in small cities). In a review of a series

of studies, Woodward and Roper (1950) found that lower-status individuals were

much less likely to vote, belong to organizations which took stands on political

issues, discuss political issues with their friends, write or talk to Congress-

men or other public officials, contribute money to a political party or to a

candidate, or attend meetings at which political speeches were made.

Studies of involvement in public decision making also reveal the same

pattern. In a review of studies of participation in decision making, Bell,

et a1.(1961) find that working-class individuals are rarely implicated as

playing direct or indirect roles in the making of public decisions. Strodt-

beck, et al. (1965) found that even when lower-status individuals are brought

into a decision-making situation as in the case of experimental juries, they

tend to participate less in discussion, to be less often elected rs jury fore-

men, and not to be regarded as contributing very much to the discussion by

other participants.

The major studies of voting behavior conducted by the Survey Research

Center of Michigan (Campbell, et al., 1960, 1966) as well as others* clearly

document the lowered rates of participation in elections on the part of lower

status individuals. Particularly important has been the finding that lower

status persons have a lower sense of "political efficacy," i.e., they feel

that their efforts directed towards influencing the outcome of political

decision-making would not have any appreciable effect.

Finally, we turn to studies of participation in informal forms of social

interaction. Rossi (1956) found that lower status individuals have fewer

friends and are less likely to visit with relatives and neighbors, a finding

* See Upset, et al., (1954) for a review of major voting studies.



19

also partly reported by Cohen and Hodges (1963).* King (1961), reviewing

the results of four sociometric studies, showed that although individuals

at all status levels tend to choose friends from one's own level, lower SES

individuals also make unreciprocated upper-status choices. Curtis (1963)

reports that lower-class individuals tend to associate more with individuals

within their own socio-economic categories than do high-status individuals.

In an analysis of social behavior, Muir and Weinstein (1962) find that lower

SESfamilies restrict socializing to their immediate families and neighbors,

while higher SES individuals have a much broader range of friends and ac-

quaintances.

B. Morbidity, Mortality, and the Utilization of Medical Services:

Nineteenth and early twentieth-century descriptions of the poor heavily

stress the higher incidence of physical illnesses among the poor and their

relatively short life span. Indeed, the major emphasis of the public health

movement (Simmons, 1958) was on eliminating those conditions which sustained

the lowered chances of life of the poor. The success of the public health

movement, coupled with the sharp rise in standards of living, has significantly

lowered the incidence of illness and raised the average life expectancy of

the total population.

In a review article, Kadushin (1964) argues that socio-economic differen-

tials in the incidence of disease were almost eliminated by the post-World War

II period, and refers to ten studies which he feels substantiate his position.

Recently, Antonovsky (1967) raised some strong objections to this argument,

although granting that there is merit in Kadushin's suggestion that there are

* Cohen and Hodges report that lower-class respondents say that they inter-
act more with kin both absolutely and also relative to their interaction with
neighbors, friends from work, and friends they have met elsewhere.
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intervening variables between social class and disease. In reexamining the

studies cited by Kadushin, Antonovsky concludes that only a study by Graham

(1958) supports Kadushin's hypothesis. The studies that we have found, in

addition to those discussed in the debate, present a mixed picture. Thus,

Mayer and Hauser (1950) analyzed life tables for Chicago for the period

1920-1940 and showed that expectations of life at birth for racial and socio-

economic groups converged during this period, although substantial differences

remained between whites and non-whites. Ellis (1958), in an analysis of

mortality records for 1949-1951 for the city of Houston, Texas, also finds

mortality rates inversely related to socio-economic status with the major

differences between the lowest SES group and others, and particularly high

death rates in this group from chronic diseases. In a unique study of the

interaction over time between illness and socio-economic status, Lawrence

(1958) examined the prevalence of illness in a sample of 1,310 families in

1923 and 1943 and found an inverse relationship in both periods. However,

the data indicate that chronic illness may be more significant as a factor

in reducing socio-economic status than as a consequence of status.

In a review article of the social and cultural factors involved in infant

mortality, Anderson (1958) concludes that when the gross relationships of

infant mortality and various social factors are examined, there is a negative

correlation between social status and infant mortality rates; however, "the

nearer the infant mortality rate approaches a virtually irreducible minimum

in terms of our present knowledge, the less operative are the social and en-

vironmental factors and the more operative are so-called 'maternal efficiency,'

'copability,' and other personal factors (p. 23)." Two more studies dealing

with SES and infant mortality bear out Anderson's statement: Stockwell (1962),

in a study of neonatal mortality in Providence for 1949-1951, found that there
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ums mot very much difference between class levels except for deaths in the

post-nvonatal period (after one month) at which point the lower socio-economic

levels had higher rates due to infectious diseases and accidental deaths.

Willie (1959) , in a similar study in Syracuse, also finds very little difference

in neonatal deaths by SES.

Graham (1963) in a review of studies of chronic illness finds a confusing

and irregular pattern of relationships to socio-economic levels. For example,

some studies show that hypertension is positively related to SES while others

show a negative relationship; or, that cancers atdifferent body sites relate

differently to SES.

Statistics from the U.S. National Health Survey, 1962-1963, showing

the number of days of disability according to income class from below $2000

to $7000 were divided into "restricted activity days per person," "bed disability

days per person," "days in hospital per hospitalized person," and "days of

work-loss due to injury per usually working person." These statistics

reveal that in all four income categories the percentages are higher for

those earning below $2000.*

The report indicates that:

" 1. Rates of disability days are inversely related to the amount

of family income, even with adjustment for differences in the

age distribution within income intervals.

2. Based on unadjusted data, a person with family income of less

than $2000 has, on the average, 16 days more of restricted

activity than a person with an income of $7000 or more. Com-

parable differentials were seven additional days of bed disa-

bility and four days more lost from work. The rate of days

lost from school was fairly constant for all income levels.

3. The number of disability days attributable to chronic illness

and impairment was highest among persons with family income

of less than $2000 and decreased consistently with higher

amounts of income. Disability days associated with acute

* U.S. National Center for Health Statistics, Medical care, health status, and

family income. Washington: Dept. of Health, Education, and Welfare, Public Health

Service, 1964 (Series 10, No. 9).
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illness or injury remained fairly constant regardless of
amount of family income. The relatively higher rate of
disability days due to chronic illness in the lowest income
group is influenced to some extent by the comparatively
high proportion of older persons in this group (p.74)."

It is important to note, however, that the above findings discuss income, and

that most of the empirical work discussed earlier considers composite measures

of social status.

Studies reporting socio-economic differences in the utilization of

medical services are more consistent in their findings: Ross (1962), reanalyzing

data from the National Health Surveys for 1957-1959, found a direct relation-

ship between the average number of visits to physicians and social class. When

the visits are analyzed in terms of the type of service that was received from

the physician, the findings indicate that upper class persons were more likely

to be going for preventive services while lower class persons mainly go to

the doctor due to some acute complaint. Kriesberg and Treiman (1960) found

similar tendencies with respect to utilization of dental services in a na-

tional sample of 1,862 respondents. Graham (1958) also reports that in the

same county in which there are no discernible class differences in illness,

58 per cent of the highest status respondents had consulted a physician dur-

ing the study period, while only 40 per cent of the lowest status group

had done so. Laughton et. al., (1958), in an analysis of the records of a small

sample (N=105) of families participating in a prepaid medical care plan in

Canada, found that class differences in the utilization of services were not

statistically significant. They suggest that under conditions where finan-

cial factors are not important, class differences in the utilization of medical

services tend to disappear.*

Kadushin (1964), in the review noted earlier, also hypothesizes that

* Laughton's sample, however, is not representative of the socio-economic

continuum, since membership in a prepaid medical plan is often contingent on

regular employment and/or enough funds to maintain monthly payments.
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lower class persons are more concerned about illness and experience feeling

ill more frequently than upper class persons. The greater concern over ill-

ness ex pressed by low SES persons stems from their lesser knowledge of medi-

cine, and the greater consequences of disease for their lives. The greater

tear of both medicine and the consequences of disease leads to less utili-

zation of medical services. We did find shreds of evidence to support the

greater anxiety and lack of knowledge about illness which Kadushin suggests:

Deasy (1956) found in a study of the mother (130) of second-grade children

participating in field trials of a polio vaccine that lower SES mothers were

less likely to allow their children to participate and less likely to know

the purposes of the field trial. Ossenberg (1962), in a study of 75 patients

hospitalized for similar disorders, found that lower status patients were more

anxious about their illnesses, less resigned to their illnesses, and more

inclined to procrastinate in seeking medical help than high status patients.*

Levine (1962), controlling for the adequacy of local medical facilities, shows

that lower class persons are more fearful of serious disease. Jenkins (1966)

reports from a study of 436 respondents in a Florida community that Negro

respondents, perceiving a greater prevalence of tuberculosis than whites,

were much more concerned about tuberculosis.

In sum, the data presented above leads us to agree with Antonovsky's (1967)

conclusions:

" There have doubtless been major changes during the twentieth cen-
tury in the extent to which there are class differences in the tradi-
tional intervening variables -- Malthus "vice and misery' -- which
linked class to disease. But...the data are far from conclusive in
demonstrating the disappearance of class differences in disease. "

* In this study, the findings cannot be accounted for by economic fac-
tors, since most of the lower class patients were on welfare relief and
payments were not discontinued during hospitalization; moreover, their hospi-
tal expenses were covered.
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We might add to this that in the utilization of medical services the existence

of class differences is very marked.

C. Delinquency:

The observation that the lower SES levels contribute more than their pro-

portionate share to juvenile delinquency and adult criminality is firm enough

to require little further documentation. However, it is necessary to keep in

mind that in the statistics usually cited, delinquency and criminality are

de
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more, lower status boys are more likely to have been charged with more serious

delingnent acts, and upper status boys are more likely to have informal records

on their activities rather than formal citations.*

However, when adolescents themselves are asked whether or not they have

committed one or more of a set of delinquent acts, the inverse relationship

to SITS lessens or disappears. Nye, Short, and Olsen (1958) in a study in three

Washington cities and three midwestern towns, using a sample of fourteen and

fifteen year olds, found virtually no differences by social class in the amount

of self-reported delinquent behavior.* A replication by Akers (1964), conducted

in a middle-sized Ohio city and using a sample of 9th grade students, found the

same results. A lack of differences by social class is also reported by Clark

and Wenninger (1962) in research from four Illinois communities for sixth to

twelfth grade children and by Dentler and Monroe (1961) for seventh and eighth

grade students in three Kansas counties. A study conducted by Voss (1966) in

Honolulu did find a significant po&tive association between self-reported

delinquency and social class for boys, but the association disappears when

delinquency is redefined as the reporting of two or more serious delinquent

behaviors. Voss found no relationship between delinquency and social class for

girls in the study. in sum, these five studies of self-reported delinquency,

conducted in fifteen communities, question whether there is a true inverse

relationship between social status and delinquent behavior.

* Similar findings, gleaned from official records are reported by Bates
(1960,1962), Pdmore (1963), Palmore and Hammond (1964), Erickson, et al.(1965),

and Gold (1966).

"* They report that only 33 of the 756 tests of differences reach a five

per cent significance level; these few differences can certainly be regarded

as spurious.
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There are two equally plausible ways of explaining these contradictions:

first, the findings may indicate that there are severe differences in the way

in which law enforcement agencies handle delinquent acts committed by children

from different class levels. A second explanation is that either middle class

children are exaggerating their delinquent acts or that lower class children

are under-reporting theirs. It is obviously hard to choose among these alterna-

tives. Perhaps it is most judicious to simply state that these findings indicate

that there are probably SES differences in the commission of delinquent acts

as well as differential treatment of apprehended delinquents by law enforcement

agencies.

To date only fragmentary evidence exists to support the position that

both explanations may indeed be plausible; Gold (1966) reports findings from

a study of teenagers in Flint, Michigan, which included interviews designed

to detect delinquency, the use of informants to validate some of the reported

delinquent behavior, and a comparison of the data with police records (N=522,

validation was possible in 125 cases). The findings indicate that an inverse

relationship between social status and delinquency does exist for boys, but

not for girls; that many serious delinquent acts are undetected; and that

definite biases do exist in the police records. The police were more likely

to officially record offenses committed by lower status youngsters, and more

likely to "handle" the matter unofficially without referring it to the court

if the offender came from a higher status family. From the official records,

boys from the lowest social strata were apprehended five times as often as boys

from the highest. Gold estimates that if records were complete and unselective,

the ratio would be closer to 1.5:1. However, the interview data also indicates

that, graded on an index of seriousness of offense, boys from the lowest strata

were implicated on the highest delinquency level three to four times more than
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boys from the highest strata. "If we consider these boys to be ones who repre-

sent the most pressing social problem and therefore should be apprehended and

Oven 4Itention, then the official bookings rates do not depart so far from

truly representing differential delinquency among social status levels (Gold,

196, p. 44)."*

Concerning criminal acts committed by adults,** no comparable information

Is available. Among imprisoned criminals, the lowest economic groups tend to

be disproportionately represented; prisoners are generally poorly educated,

unemployed, unmarried and have a prior criminal record. We do not know

whether such differentials would be markedly decreased were one to employ the

same sort of self-reporting device with adults that Nye and others have used

with youths or the interview procedure developed by Gold.

Thus far, we have dealt with those who commit crimes. Delinquent and

criminal acts, however, can also be viewed in terms of the victims of crime.

Some findings from a study conducted by NORC for the President's Commission

on Law Enforcement and Administration of Justice (Ennis, 1967) are of particu-

lar interest in this context: At all levels of income, Negroes have higher

rates of victimization for serious crimes against the person compared to whites.

* An observational study of police officers' contacts with juveniles is re-
ported by Piliavin and Briar (1964). The study suggests that wide discretion
is exercised by police in dealing with young offenders and that this discretion
is affected by criteria such as boys' prior records, race, grooming, and demeanor.
When law enforcement agencies are evaluated by adolescents, one limited study
(Chapman, 1956) finds that delinquent and non-delinquent respondents do not differ
in their attitudes toward juvenile courts, probation agencies, and reformatories;
but that the delinquent respondents show significantly greater antagonism toward
the police.

** Characteristics of prisoners are tabulated in U.S. Bureau of the Census.
U.S. Census of Population: 1960. Subject Peports. Inmates of Institutions.
Final Report PC(2)-8A. Washington, D.C. Government Printing Office, 1963.
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For both groups, larcenies and car thefts increase with income. Burglaries,

however, decline with a rise of income for whites, but increase for Negroes.

When both serious and non-serious crimes against persons and property are

tabulated, we find that low-income groups are more likely than high-income

groups to be victims of crimes against the person, and that among the low-in-

come group, Negroes are more often victimized than whites. Low-income groups

of both races and high-income whites have similar victimization rates in property

crimes, with high-income Negroes being twice as likely to be victims of such

crimes.

D. Sexual Behavior, Fertility, and Family Stability:

Description of the "lower-lower" and cognate groups stress the "immorality"

and instability of family life. 0. Lewis' (1966) long and intensive description

of a Puerto Rican family living in the "culture of poverty," seemingly devotes

more space to these two topics than to almost any other. Similarly, Moynihan

(1967) is particularly concerned with the stability of family life, and the

incidence of illegitimacy among Negroes in the 1960's. Warner's (1949a, 1949b)

informants frequently refer to the theme of immorality in their descriptions

of the "lower-lower" class. Both Dollard (1937) and Powdermaker (1939) in

studies of a Mississippi city, see sexual behavior and family stability as

marking off distinct classes within the Negro caste.

Empirical studies tend to bear out the qualitative descriptions. Kinsey's

(1948, 1953) now classic studies of human sexual behavior are the best large-

scale studies available. Kinsey's samples, methodology, and interpretation have

been criticized; certainly, the studies are biased by self-selection of respondent,

under-representation of low-income groups, inclusion of prison populations, and
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reliance upon memory and recall.* Kinsey reports that for both males and

females, the amount of education is more closely related to sexual behavior

than any other social characteristic. He reports a sharp and consistent

relationship between education and sexual activity among males: whether we

consider age at first premarital intercourse, percentage involved at a given

age level, the frequency of premarital intercourse, or extramarital behavior,

the less educated are the most sexually active. For females, the incidence

and frequency of premarital intercourse is greater among lower status families,

hut: the relationship becomes less pronounced with age.

More systematic sample survey studies tend to corroborate Kinsey's findings.

Reiss (1965) administered a scale of sexual permissiveness to a national

sample of adults (N=1515) and to several samples of high-school and college

students. He found no association between social class and permissiveness

among the students, and a weak curvilinear association among adults; the lowest

socio-economic groups tended to be more permissive than the high status

group (gamma=.13 in the adult sample). Rainwater and Weinstein (1960), in

their study of a small group (N=96) of upper-lower and lower-lower families

in Chicago, found that the lower-lower group tended to have sexual intercourse

more frequently, but to have relatively prudish attitudes towards sexual

experiences and only crude notions of the physiology of sex.

Several summary reviews of the relationship between socio-economic status

and fertility (Westoff, 1954; Jaffe, 1965; and K. Davis, 1965) indicate an

inverse relationship, although status differentials have been decreasing over

time. Jaffe (1965), reviewing studies of desired family size, finds that there

are very little differences between socio-economic levels in the range and

averages of desired family sizes. The poor, he concludes, get more children

because they are not very proficient in avoiding excess fertility. Rainwater

* Some of the criticisms and evaluations of the Kinsey reports are contained
in Himeloch and Fava (1955).
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and Weinstein (1960) suggest that lower-lower couples have more children than

they want because they have little faith in their own abilities to master

contraceptive techniques, coupled with an inadequate knowledge of the physio-

logy of conception.* The uneven spread of contraceptive knowledge can be

documented with many studies showing that the higher the SES the greater the

use of contraceptives both in terms of sheer usage and effectiveness of use

(i.e., in the sense of controlling both number and spacing of children).**

The extent to which both sexual practices and lack of contraceptive

techniques influence the illegitimacy rates is difficult to evaluate. Offi-

cial illegitimacy rates, as Moynihan (1967) has shown, are higher for low

socio-economic status groups and especially high for Negroes. Vincent (1954),

who studied private practitioners and institutions catering to unwed mothers,

found that upper status women were more likely to have illegitimate children

delivered by private practitioners; therefore, he questioned whether socio-

economic differences in the illegitimacy rates are as large as official statis-

tics indicate.

Studies of marital satisfaction also find inverse relationships with

socio-economic status. The major empirical studies of marriage until as

recently as 1957 dealt primarily with middle class and college-educated

segments of the population; there is almost no research, before that date,

which could be considered representative of the entire population (Landis,

1957). However, recent studies (Rainwater, et. al., 1959; Gurin, Veroff,

and Feld, 1960; Blood and Wolfe, 1960; Komarovsky, 1962; Bradburn, 1965;

* It should be noted that this finding antedates the development of
birth control pills and the renewal of interest in the intra-uterine rings.

** See, for example, the studies in Kiser (1962) and the book by
Freedman, et al., (1959).
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Orden and Bradburn, 1968) have been based on more representative samples.

Curin, et. al. (1960), analyzing a national sample, and Bradburn (1965) working

with samples in metropolitan areas, find that low SES couples are more likely

to report dissatisfaction with their marriage. Orden and Bradburn (1968)

find that the strength of the relationship between self-assessments of happi-

ness in marriage, the scales constructed in the study to measure marital

satisfactions and tensions and socio-economic status are about the same. Both

indicators are positively related to SES, and the relationship is stronger

for women than for men in both cases. Of special interest to us is the

finding by Roth and Peck (1951)* that marital adjustment of couples is un-

related to their parents' SES, and their suggestion that the source of the

relationship between adjustment and SES lies in the present circumstances of

the couple studied.**

In reviewing studies of marital instability, both Hollingshead (1950)

and Goode (1951) find an inverse relationship to SES. Goode suggests a process

in which strain leads to dissatisfaction on the part of the wife who responds

with withdrawal from intimacy and an eventual breakup of the marriage. A more

recent cross-cultural analysis by Goode (1966) finds that the inverse relation-

ship between divorce and socio-economic status holds for advanced industrial-

ized societies in which divorce is relatively easy and inexpensive, but not

for societies low in economic advancement or in which divorce is difficult or

expeniive. In a re-analysis of the 1960 Census, Udry (1966) finds that non-

* Roth and Peck re-analyzed Burgess' longitudinal study of 53 couples

engaged to be married in the Thirties; "good" adjustment ranges from a high

of 52% in the highest SES group to 12.5% in the lowest.

** We have omitted discussion of the quality and form of lower-class

marriages in our discussion, as well as the sources of satisfaction and strain.

The reader should consult the intensive studies of Komarovsky (1964), Paven-

stedt (1965), Rainwater, et. al., (1959), and Cohen and Hodges (1963).
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whites are much more likely to report themselves as separated or divorced

than whites. When status is measured by educational level, an inverse rela-

tionship is found between separation /divorce and status for both men and

women and for both whites and non-whites. When status is measured by occupa-

tion, the inverse relationship still holds for men (clearer for the non-whites

than for whites); for females, the distribution by occupation is not patterned,

except that non-white rates are higher.

The literature discussed in this section, yields results of an uncertain

character. It should be kept in mind that we have dealt with tendencies,

and not with absolutes. At any dne point in time, most of the households in

the general population and among the poor are intact, with both husband and

wife present. The poor have more dissatisfaction, more divorces, etc., but

the reasons for these tendencies are not completely understood.

E. Parent-Child Relationships and Child-Rearin Practices:

Our survey indicates that more research has been conducted on social

class differentials in the area of parent-child relationships and child-

rearing practices than in any other area of sociology. This emphasis arises

out of a particular view of the problems of the lower class as being due

primarily to deficiencies of character. If character formation is the result of

early childh000d experiences and orientations, then it is imperative that we

specify ways in which the lower class and (more recently) the very poor differ

from standard Americans (i.e., middle class) in their child-rearing practices.

Yet there is by no means strong consensus on what precisely are standard

middle class, working class, and lower class practices.

The early research of Davis and Havighurst (1946), studying a Chicago

sample in 1943, found the working class more permissive than the middle class
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in a number of areas. Later research, conducted in Boston in 1951-1952, by

Sears, Maccoby, and Levin (1957), found opposite class differences. Bronfen-

brenner's review of numerous studies, covering the period 1930-1957, attempts

to reconcile the differences among studies by postulating a historical shift

in child rearing towards greater permissiveness, with the middle class showing

greater changes than the working class.* Reasoning that the middle class is

more attentive and responsive to agents of change (e.g., popular literature,

physicians, and counselors), Bronfenbrenner sees the middle class as changing

sufficiently since the Thirties to become, in the post World War II period,

more permissive than the working class. Other class differences established

in his review include a greater stress on independence training among the

middle class, lessened use of corporal punishment, and less emphasis on

authority as the basis for demands of obedience.

Research conducted since Bronfenbrenner's review has tended to emphasize

parental values and attitudes toward child-rearing practices, rather than

techniques per se.** Kohn (1959a, 1959b, 1963) suggests that techniques

may have changed, while child-rearing values have remained much the same

over time. The main differences in values between middle class and working

class parents has been the former's concern with developing self-direction in

their children and the latter's concern with conformity to external proscription.

Thus, the working class stresses obedience, deference to persons of higher

status, honesty, cleanliness, respectability, while the middle class has been

* For a description of the samples utilized in his review, see Bronfen-

brenner (1966), Table 1, p. 364. The major studies discussed are Davis and

Havighurst, 1946; Klatskin, 1952; Sears, et. al., 1957; D.R.Miiler and Swanson,

1958; White, 1957; Boek, et. al., 1958; Littman, et. al., 1957; and Kohn, 1959a.

** A discussion of the methodology used in the child-rearing studies and

some criticism of the findings is presented by Johnsen and Leslie (1965).
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concerned with the internalization of rules and norms, rather than the rules

and norms themselves.* Swinehart (1963) reports that middle class mothers

stress the development of morality and character and feel effective in handling

children's social and emotional needs, while lower class mothers are more

concerned with the physical needs of their children. Similarly, Gurin, et

al. (1960) report that higher status parents are more concerned with the

child-parent relationship, more introspective about their parental role;

while lower status parents are more concerned over the provision of ade-

quate physical care and material goods for their children. Kantor, et

al. (1958) suggest that as one moves from lower to upper socio-economic levels,

mothers express greater clarity and certainty in their views concerning dis-

cipline and sex, and are less concerned with obedience to parents. In an

experimental setting, the results from the work of Hess and Shipman (1966a,

1966b) show that the lower the class level the more likely the mother is to

emphasize obedience from her children, and the less likely to explain reasons

for behavioral rules.

The research reported above ascertained class differences by focusing

on parents; a number of investigators, however, have attempted to detect

differences through the study of adolescents. For example, in a large study

(N=1472), Nye (1951) found that socio-economic level is a significant variable

in the differential adjustment of adolescents to parents; with adolescents

from high SES homes, better adjusted to their parents than those in low SES

homes. Elder (1962) reports that middle class parents are viewed by adolescents

as more likely to be democratic, egalitarian, or permissive; whereas lower

class parents are likely to be considered autocratic or authoritarian. Bower-

* A recent replication of the Kohn study suggests that occupation is

related to parental values in much the same ways in both the United Slates

and Italy (Pearlin and Kohn, 1966).
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man (1964) reports that middle class parents are more often described as

supportive and encouraging than are lower class parents.

A number of studies have focused on the "lower-lower" families: Wortis,

et al. (1963), in a study of 250 Negro mothers from very poor households,

found that they were more concerned with their own convenience than with a

"good" theory of child care: they were more punitive than other groups, less

demanding of performace and not very rewarding of children's accomplishments.

Pavenstedt (1965) presents a distressing portrait of a group of "multi-problem"

families whose cooperation was sought in sending their children to pre-

nursery school. The mothers were reluctant to cooperate and harbored mis-

trust and suspicion of the school personnel. The children appeared to be

neglected, hardly communicated with by adults, and characterized by a low

level of affect and considerable self-devaluation. These findings are suppor-

ted by Keller (1963) in a study of forty-six 5th-grade children from very

poor families in New York. These children have derogatory self-images and

little communication with adult members of their families. They were best

described as living in an intellectually and emotionally impoverished

environment. *

We note, however, that a much more optimistic picture of poor families

is presented in the Child Rearing Study of Low-Income Families in Washington,

D.C. On the basis of intensive study of sixty-six families, the majority of

whom are very low income, H. Lewis (1965) and Jackson (1966) conclude that

the child-rearing values of this group do not differ very much from those

of middle class Americans. However, because of the problems which extreme

poverty presents, their attention is mainly devoted to the high-priority

* For a discussion of the lower class family, see Keller (1966). Extensive

documentation of some of the issues discussed in this section is to be found
in Berelson and Steiner (1964) and Hoffman and Hoffman (1964).
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items of food, clothing, and shelter, with consequent seeming neglect of

their childrent The very poor tend to get bogged down in the frustrations

of pursuing these high-priority items, and have little energy or desire left

to provide a supportive and stimulating environment for their children.

P. Need for Achievement Level of Aspiration, and Work Satisfaction:

Since jobs and occupations play a central role in almost every defini-

tion of socio-economic status, the variables grouped together in this section

are of prime theoretical importance. Need for achievement is presumably

a measure of the strength of individual motivation to achieve some degree

of success in the occupational sphere. Levels of aspiration refer to the

professed occupational destinations of young people (or held by parents for

their children). Finally, work satisfaction can be seen as one of the re-

wards of occupational position, and hence one of the incentives for remaining

in the labor force.

The concept of achievement motivation and a recognized measure thereof

using the TAT was developed by McClelland and his associates in experimental

laboratory studies, usually with college students as subjects.** The impor-

tance of achievement motive lies in the central role given to it by McClelland,

et al., in social change and in individual mobility. Highly motivated indi-

viduals are presumed to show persistent striving activity directed toward

* Epstein (1961) presents documentation, based on Census and information

from the National Health Survey and Public Health Service, showing that the

milieu of the child of a low income family comprises improper food, over-

crowded living conditions, and lack of preventive dental and medical care.

** McClelland, et al, (1953). A recent book edited by Atkinson and

Feather (1966) presents the theory of achievement motivation and the

studies conducted since 1957 which provide the main body of evidence

for the validity of its behavioral implications.
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a high goal in some area involving competition with a standard of excellence.

Standards of excellence are first imparted to indivivals by their parents, but

in time these standards become internalized. A number of studies found a

positive relationship between n Achievement and socio-economic status: an early

study by Douvan (1956), using a sample of high-school students (Nm313) in a

Midwestern community, found that middle class adolescents manifest higher n

Achievement than working-class individuals. Rosen (1956), in a study of high-

school sophomores in the New Haven area, showed a clear relationship between

social position and motivation scores, e.g., 83% of the subjects in the highest

social class have high scores, as compared with 23% in the lowest. In a later

study, Rosen (1959) examines differences in motivation, values, and aspirations

of six racial and ethnic groups (427 pairs of mothers and their sons) in four

Northeastern states. He finds that although there are significant differences

by religion and ethnicity, social class accounts for more of the variance in

motivation scores than either, and (as before) that social class is positively

related to high achievement scores. Finally, Morgan (1962) reports the results

from a national probability sample and shows that the n Achievement is higher

for those respondents whose fathers were better educated, in white-collar

occupations, and lived in large cities in the Northeast.*

Recently, Kahl (1965) has sg,( !.ed that distinctions ought to be made be-

tween achievement motivation and achievement goals, and presents data to buttress

his case. Support for the argument presented by Kahl is reported in a study by

Scanzoni (1967) who concludes that basic orientations toward occupations success

may not necessarily vary by social class, but that "due to the structural

situation of the lower and working classes, occupational achievement and mobility

are less dten defined as realistic. This gap (anomie) between aspirations and

* The data is drawn from a study of the determinants of income and of

intergenerational changes (Morgan, et al., 1962).
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expectations in many cases exists wholly apart from particular methods of child-

rearing and resultant personality development. Instead, limited occupational

achievement appears to be (in part at least) the product of the limited purview

of opportunity inherent within the lower classes (p. 456)."

Closely related to achievement-motive studies is the research focused on

the "deferred gratification pattern" (DGP), a concept developed by Davis and

Dollard (1940) to characterize the differences between middle class and lower

class Negroes' ability to defer immediate gratification for long-term return.

The major empirical study, conducted by Schneider and Lysgaard (1953), involved

the completion of self-administered questionnaires by a national sample of

2,500 high-school students. They conclude that middle class students are more

likely than lower class students to defer gratification by "impulse.renunciation."

Although the magnitude of the differences is not impressive, lower class "im-

pulse following" non-DGP behavior indbdes willingness to engage in physical

violence, limited pursuit of education, low aspiration level, free spending,

lack of concern for courtesy and obedience and limited dependence on parents.

A number of other studies have tried to specify the components of the DGP

(Beilin, 1956; Straus, 1962; Mischel, 1958), but the results have not provided

unequivocal support for the existence of the pattern.

Miller, Riessman, and Seagull (1965) have reviewed and criticized various

aspects of these studies. For example, in the case of spending behavior, they

suggest that the 3eneral life situation of the middle class makes it easier to

defer gratification. The immediate spending of a lower class youth may simply

be an attempt to bring himself up to the same level of consumption as s'ilown

by his middle class counterpart. Or, in the case of limited pursuit of education,

the critics do not deny that class differences exist in attitude, dropout

rates, and college attendance, but feel that "One must be cautious, however,
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in ascribing a solitary motivation to a particular behavior, since individuals

may react in an identical manner for very different reasons (22. cit., p. 294)."

Miller, et al., conclude that a final verdict on the DGP cannot be made at

present, and that more attention should be paid to the situational rather than

the psychodynamic variables involved in these behaviors.

The relatively small number of studies concerning the relationship be-

tween socio-economic status and achievement motive and/or DGP is surprising

in the light of the considerable attention paid to these two topics in the

literature on social stratification and poverty. In contrast, scores of

studies are available on educational and occupational aspirations of youths.*

The research designs and the sample sizes of these studies tend to be of a better

quality than the material available on achievement motive and DGP.

Educational and occupational aspirations have been typically studied by

asking high-school students their ultimate educational goals (e.g., whether

they intend to attend college or not) and by asking for an occupational choice.

In an extensive study of 35,000 seniors, from a national sample of 500 public

high schools, Michael (1961) finds that social class, scholastic ability,

and "school climate"** predicted intended college attendance rates. In the

upper half of the ability distribution, social class remains the best pre-

dictor of a student's capacity t() in the top quarter of the ability

* Our coverage of the literature in this area is, by necessity, incomplete.

To wit, a research team at Texas A&M University has published a bibliography

of works on educational and occupational aspirations, including unpublished

material, wAch contains over 500 items (Ohlendorf, et al., 1967).

** School climates are ordinarily indexed by the proportion of the student

body exhibiting various social and personal characteristics, such as the

proportion of students from highly educated families, or the proportion of

students planning to go on for further education.
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distribution. An earlier study by Sewell, et al. (1957) of a random sample of

Wisconsin high-school students (N=4,

social status each make an independ
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ention to the educational and vocational aspira-

s youths of the same socio-economic level. They

to have higher aspirations than whites.* Similar

by Short and Strodtbeck (1965) in a study contrasting

ther youths of comparable social status in Chicago.** In

ur Chicago samples and two national samples, Rivera and

Short (1967) make the distinctiontetween absolute and relative occupational

expectations.*** When looking at absolute goals, they find that non-gang

* The higher educational aspirations of Negro high school students are also

detected in a study conducted in Kansas City by Gist and Bennett (1963).

** Many researchers comment on the unreasonably high aspirations of Negro
youths: for example, one high-school dropout in Short and Strodtbeck's study

indicated that he wanted to be a doctor. Oscar Lewis (1965) catches the
flavor of these unrealistically higu expectations in a quotation from a nine-

year-old Puerto Rican girl who states in the context of explaining how much

she loves her mother, "That's why when I grow up I want to be a doctor or
a chambermaid. So when I work and earn money, I'll put it in the bank and

give mami the bank book so she can take out what she wants" (p. 246). Note

that the second sentence in the quotation shows both the DGP (putting money
earned in the bank) and impulse gratification (letting her mother take out
money whenever she needs it).

*** These distinctions are made by Empey (1956). Absolute goals refer

to the occupational level an adolescent defines as attainable; relative
goals specify the amount of mobility beyond status of origin which a respon-
dent expects to achieve.
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lower class Negroes expect to reach higher occupational levels than non-gang

whites; with race controlled, the expectations of gang members are lower than

those of non-gang members. The findings from the national sample indicate no

difference in the absolute goals of Negroes and whites. However, when relative

expectations are compared, they find that within all comparable categories

Negroes anticipate a substantially greater amount of upward mobility than

whites, i.e., the expectations of Negro gang members are higher than those of

white gang members; the expectations of the Negro national sample are higher

than those of the white national sample.

As could be anticipated, parental aspirations for children follow much

the same pattern suggested above. Hyman (1966), reviewing national sample

survey results, found that parents' educational and occupational aspirations

for their children are directly related to socio-economic status.* Working

with a less extensive sample, R.R. Bell (1965), found a direct relationship

between socio - economic status and Negro mothers' educational aspirations for

their children. In Rosen's work (1959), social class is also significantly

and directly related to vocational aspirations; however, ethnicity accounts

for more of the variance than social class. With the exception of the study

by Reissman (1953), the aspirations of adults across social classes have not

been investigated. In an Evanston, Illinois, study, Reissman found that

upper status respondents were much more willing to forego immediate gains

in order to obtain occupational advancement.** Finally, in a cross-cultural

* Studies by G.D. Bell (1963) and Simpson (1962) report similar findings;
these studies also suggest that parental motivation, as perceived by high-
school students, may be more important than social class as a predictor o2
high ambition.

** It is also possible to interpret the findings of this study in terms
of the deferred gratification pattern discussed above.



42

comparison of the occupational aspirations of young boys, Lambert and Kline-

berg (1963) found that the aforementioned socio-economic differentials in

aspirations hold, although there were some differences among countries in

the kinds of occupations desired.

The difficulty in the interpretation of the findings from aspiration

studies has been recognized by many writers. Once goals are elicited, it is

often difficult to interpret whether they are aspirations or whether the

responses reflect a combination of realizable goals and/or culturally-

desirable answers (Empey, 1956; Stephenson, 1957; Rodman, 1963). Keller

and Zavalloni (1964) have argued that ambition, or high aspiration level,

has been incorrectly defined solely in terms of desired educational or occu-

pational goals. They contend that a lower status child aspiring to a college

education has higher aspirations than a middle class child of college-edu-

cated parents. Like Miller, et al. (1965) cited earlier, they argue that

aspirations ought to be measured in terms of the "distance" between the

starting point of the individu4 and his aspired -for "destination" (e.g.,

the relative goals discussed by Empey); furthermore, individual capacities

and talents, as well as facilities (e.g., income) for achieving a goal,

ought to be considered. With measures of this sort, differences among

socio-economic levels would be lessened or perhaps reversed, the lower

socio-economic displaying relatively higher levels of aspiration than the

upper. They key issue in this argument is identifying fndividuals' points

of origin. Sewell, et al. (1957) took into account both the abilities of

individuals and their socio-economic status and found a positive relationship

to aspiration, independent of intelligence.* Whatever the merits of the

* Sewell's data also shoWs a critical sex difference in educational plans,

college attendance, and college graduation. In general, for females, the

relative effect of SES is greater than is the effect of intelligence; for
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argument advanced by Keller and Zavalloni (1964), it still remains the case

that children coming from different socio-economic levels have different edu-

cational and occupational intentions.

Turning now to work satisfaction experienced by adults, Blauner (1960),

in an excellent review article covering a large number of empirical studies,

finds that a majority of adults are satisfied with their jobs,* but that those

in higher status jobs are more satisfied than those in lower status jobs.

Blauner states that job satisfaction is directly related to the degree of con-

trol over the job's activities exercised by incumbents, aid is higher in jobs

where men work as teams and in jobs where men may form occupational communities

(e.g., typographers and printers, or miners). Inkeles (1960), in a cross-

national review of job satisfaction found that "The evidence is powerful and

unmistakable that satisfaction with one's job is differentially experienced

by those in the several standard occupational positions. From country to

country, we observe a clear positive correlation between the over-all status

of occupations and the experience of satisfaction in them" (p. 12).

Although impressionistic evidence is considerable that high status persons

regard work as important to them and their occupations as more central to their

self-definitions, little in the way of systematic study exists on this score.

Morse and Weiss (1955) described differen -s between middle class men, who

gain a sense of accomplishment and purpose from working, and working class men,

for whom work was something to keep them busy.** Curin, et al. (1960) found

males, the relative effect of intelligence is greater than that of SRS. (The

re:fults of the original study are in Little (1958); some findings from the
follow-up study are presented in Sewell and Shah (1967).)

* According to Robinson, et al. (1966), over 400 studies have reported
percentages of workers dissatisfied with their jobs in the past thirty

years; the median dissatisfaction rate over these studies is thirteen per

cent.

** In this study, respondents were to assume that they werelindependently
wealthy; therefore, they did not have to work for monetary return.
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that feelings of inadequacy among employed men were linked to job dissatisfac-

tion. There was a higher degree of satisfaction among those who saw their

jobs as intrinsically interesting than among those who saw their jobs as

mainly providing material rewards and extrinsic status. Their findings

showed that higher educational levels and job status led to more ego-involvement

and greater satisfaction on the one hand, but also to more work problems on

the other. Similarly, Lyman (1955) reports that white -collar workers give

greater emphasis to the character of the work itself and to freedom, while

blue-collar workers emphasize rewards and the conditions of work.

At the beginning of this sub-section, we suggested that work satisfaction

is one of the rewards of occupational position and available research sustains

that position. Although, it may be the case thay types of work satisfaction

differ for different occupational groups and positions.* Clearly, any

assessment of these studies should bear in mind that they do not consider

work in relation to, or interaction with, other aspects of life and how

these interrelationships may vary by social class.**

Leisure-time Activities:

Although studies of uses of leisure are part of the literature on SES

correlates, it is difficult properly to place these studies in a systematic

* Note that we did not discuss the concept of work alienation and its possi

ble sources. For discussion of the concept and reports of studies see Wilen-

sky (1964b) and Blauner (1964).

** Some of these interrelationships are discussed in Bradbutn and Caplo-

vita (1965), Chapter 2. In this work, work satisfaction is an independeat,

rather than a dependent variable; eo-a focus of the study being on the effects

of current environmental forces on psychological well-being. Also see

the study by Wilensky and Ladinsky (1967).
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scheme. On the one hand, leisure is looked upon as the use of non-work time,

and is closely related to the topic of work satisfaction,* occupational

aspirations, and the like. On the other hand, leisure time activities can

also be viewed as expressions of value preferences and hence related to the

research on differential values of social class levels. In any event, it is

clear that the uses of leisure time constitute an important research topic.

indeed, if as some commentators suggest, the amount of leisure time available

to the American population is increasing,** the interest of social scientists

in this area of behavior will also increase.

Although a considerable literature exists in this area, much of the

empirical work deals with small homogeneous subgroups of the population, or,

more usually with a limited aspect of leisure time use. Extensive research

exists on the utilization of television (Glick and Levy, 1962; Steiner, 1963),

outdoor recreation (Outdoor Recreation Resources Review Commission Study

Report #20, 1965), adult educational programs (Johnstone and Rivera, 1965),

to mention only a few. Studies of adolescents have typically included mention

of leisure time activities (e.g., Coleman, 1961; Havighurst, et al., 1162).

A few scattered studies exist which attempt to document the use of leisure,

by social class, without emphasis on a given aspect. In a study of families

(N=673 families containing 1741 persons over six) in Ohio, White (1955) finds

* See publications and research reports from "Work, Careers, and Leisure

Styles: A Study of Sources of Societal Integration," a program of research di-

rected by II.L.Wilensky (Wilensky, 1961, 1964); also Anderson (1961), DeGrazia

(1962), and the volume edited by Larrabee and Meyersohn (1958). The last

mentioned publication contains an extensive bibliography.

** Two trends call this assumption into question: first, there seems to be

a slow-down in the tendency toward shorter industrial hours (Zeisel, 1956);

second, the increasing entry of women into the labor force and the increase

of multiple job-holding.
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that the use of parks and playgrounds, attendance at church services and,

with slight variations, rates for community-chest services, museums and

ethnic-racial organizations are inversely associated with social class (using

Warner's iSC classification). The use of libraries, home activities and

lecture-study courses is positively associated with social class. Clarke's

(1956) study of 574 white males in Columbus, Ohio, reports similar findings.

Clarke, however, divided his respondents into five occupational prestige

levels, using the North-Hatt scale.

He finds that the lowest prestige group is more likely to watch television,

play with children, fish, play card games (excluding bridge), take drives, go

to drive-ins, spend time in taverns and at ball games. The highest prestige

group reports cultural activities (theatre, concerts, art galleries), reading,

studying, home entertainment, attendance at conventions and community service

work.

A study conducted by the Survey Research Center for the Outdoor Recreation

Resources Review Commission (ORRRC Study Report, #20, 1962) reports leisure

time activities and their relationships to various socio-economic characteristics.

It is worth noting that the results clearly show that upper income people

and those with more formal education make more active use of their leisure

time than others. According to individuals' own reports, they use leisure

for activities and hobbies rather than relaxing and resting, and the number

of activities seems to rise with both education and income. Only if we inter-

pret income and education as reflecting, to some extent, social class differ-

ences in life style and interest patterns do these results become meaningful.

Thus, some forms of recreation which involve minimal expense, or none at all,

rise with income, and those likely to involve more expense and equipment are

not always income related.
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Perhaps reflecting a societal view that leisure is a reward for hard

work, the leisure and recreational patterns of the underemployed and the

unemployed of the past few decades are almost unknown. Clearly, the need

for extensive research into both the budgeting of time in general, and forms

of leisure of various groups is evident.*

C. Personality_ and Personal Adjustment:

Although the literature on the "lower-lowers" does not ordinarily make

direct references to personality and personal adjustment, the relevance of

this topic seems clear. Side stepping, for a moment, the difficult problem

of the lack of precise meanings of these terms,** it is pertinent to inquire

whether there are class differences in personality. The implications of such

* One of the major research projects, currently underway, which will begin
to fill in the gaps in our knowledge of time utilization is the Multinational
Comparative Time Budget Research Project, directed by Alexander Szalai, Prin-
cipal Scientific Research Officer of the United Nations Institute for Training
and Research (UNITAR) in New York. Szalai (1966) has written a description
of the project and presented some preliminary findings. The final results
will be published this year. The American contribution to the study was di-
rected by Philip Converse, Survey Research Center, University of Michigan,
and is based on a sample of 1.244 individuals. Extensive analyses of the
American data will be published by the Survey Research Center.

** See Jahoda (1958) for a r,Jview of the ambiguity of the term "mental
health." This ambiguity is shared by other terms involving the assessment
of adequacy of functioning. Although the term "mental health" seems almost
incapable of being given specific content, the term "physical illness" is
not exempt from difficulties either. The problem is similar to that of
defining the dividing line between those who are poor and those who are not.
There is consensus over extremes, e.g., persons without income and persons
in catatonic trances are respectively poor and mentally ill; however, the
borders of poverty and mental illness are in dispute. When terms are
stated positively, as in the case of mental health and physical health,
it is often not merely the absence of negative symptoms that is meant, but
some positive features as well, over which more disagreement can ordinarily
arise.
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differences are important in resolving the disagreement over whether the poor

are happy or not, and whether the "lower-lowers" are so badly impaired that

the majority cannot escape from their condition for this reason.

Although Brim,et al. (1965) estimate that a majority of American adults

have taken personality, and/or aptitude tests (usually in connection with

application for school or for a job), there is remarkay little published

literature based on extensive and well-selected samples which contrasts

different class levels on attitudinal or personality characteristics.

In 1952, Auld critically reviewed over thirty studies concerned with

the relationship of social status to personality. He found very few studies

which were based on adequate samples. Most of the studies report social

class differences, but in only one-third of the studies are they appreciable.

Where such differences were found, upper-status (middle class) respondents

tended to score higher in personal adjustment than lower status (working

class) subjects.

In a later review article, Sewell (1961) evaluated findings concerning

social class and childhood personality. He found that there is a relatively

low correlation between the position of a child in a social stratification

system and some aspects of his personality, including measured personality

adjustment. Empirical evidence does not support the view that neurotic

personality traits are more prevalent among middle class children, but suggests

that these traits may be more characteristic of the lower class child. Like

Auld (1952), Sewell criticized reviewed research as defective from a theo-

retical as well as a methodological standpoint.

Rosenberg's (1965) study of feelings of self-esteem found that adolescents

(5,000 high-school juniors and seniors) from higher social classes are some-

what more likely to accept themselves than those from the lower social strata.
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The differences are not large (51 per cent of the highest class scored high,

as compared to 35 per cent of the lowest group). However, greater differences

in self-esteem appear when religious and ethnic groups are considered.

Numerous other studies report similar and somewhat equivocal findings,

although their coverage is less extensive. For example, Mensh, et al.

(1959) report that rural and small town children from high SES families show

fewer indications of personality maladjustment than do children from lower

status families. A similar finding was provided by Sewell and Haller (1956),

who report small correlations of .159 between the child's personality adjustment

score and the prestige status of the child's family in the community. In

sum, the evidence points to a weak relationship between socio-economic status

and measures of personality, while other characteristics play as strong, or

stronger, roles.

The best evidence on the relationships between socio-economic status and

emotional problems comes from more extensive sample surveys of adult populations.

A national sample study conducted by the Survey Research Center (Gurin, et. al., ,

1960) asked respondents whether they had ever experienced simple symptoms

of mental or emotional upset, sufficient to warrant seeking some sort of

help. Nearly a fourth of the national sample (N=2,640) indicated having

distress serious enough to warrant seeking some help, with the proportions

rising inversely with socio-economic status. Gurin, et al., (1960) found

that better educated respondents were more introspective, but had a greater

sense of well-being and satisfaction with the self. Thus, "high income is

associated with greater happiness, fewer worries, more frequent anticipation

of future happiness, fewer physical symptoms, and more symptoms of energy

immobilization. Low income implies current unhappiness and worries, a lack

of confidence in the future, and the expression of anxiety through physical
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symptoms (page 218)."

[n a less extensive study, Bradburn (1967) found that lower status

respondents reported higher levels of negative feelings and lower levels of

positive feelings. Indeed, it is the Negro residents of inner-city Detroit

who report the lowest amount of positive feelings and the greatest unhappi-

ness. The study also shows that "lower class people tend to repress an

and perhaps feelings in general. Displays of temper, indignation, and

the emotional responses to real or supposed wrongs, may well be emot

permitted only to the more well-to-do (Caplovitz and Bradburn, 196

It should be noted that in both the Survey Research Center

et. al., 1960) and the Bradburn, et al., studies (Bradburn, 19

and Bradburn, 1964), socio-economic status was not the highes

emotional distress. More important than social status diff

erences by age and life cycle, the elderly tending to sho

emotional distress than any other group.
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(the last three mental health categories mentioned above) and parental socio-

economic status levels. The progression is approximately linear, from 17.5%

impaired in the highest group, to 32.7% in the lowest. However, in the dis-

cussion of Individuals in treatment, no such progression is noted.

The same pattern of relationships is also found in studies of hospitali-

zation for psychiatric disorders. The classic study of ecological distri-

bution of mental hospital patients in Chicago by Faris and Dunham (1939)

found that schizophrenic patients were more likely to come from the poorer

sections of the city; areas characterized by high mobility had especially

high rates of prevalence of schizophrenia. However, the ecological distri-

butions of manic-depression and senile psychoses are not related to the socio-

economic status of areas.

More recently, Hollingshead and Redlich (1958) reported the class dis-

tribution of almost 2,000 psychiatric patients being treated in public and

private hospitals, clinics, and by private psychiatrists in New Haven. They

find a relatively strong inverse relationship to socio-economic status, with

the lowest status group manifesting more than three times the prevalence rates

of the highest status group.* When the total rates are decomposed, it is

evident that psychoses are inversely related to social class, while neuroses

are positively related to social class.

The New Haven and Midtown findings are consistent with a number of ear-

lier studies; e.g., Clark (1949) reported a correlation of -0.75 between

male first admission rates of patients to psychiatric hospitals and occu-

pational status.** In a study of hospitalized Negro schizophrenics, Kleiner,

* The prevalence rate!, adjusted for age and sex, indicate a sharp decrease
between the lowest status group and the other four classes; this suggests that
the lowest group in New Haven has qualitatively greater prevalence of mental illness.

** Clark has computed age-adjusted occupation-specific psychoses rates for



et al. (1960) found inverse relationships, but the data also show a slight

decrease of rates for the lowest group. rn contrast, Jaco's (1960) study

of admissions to Texas public and private psychiatric hospitals reports the

highest rates for both unemployed and professional groups.

Attempts to measure the amount of mental illness in non-hospitalized

populations lead only to additional confusion. Studies conducted in small

communities either show a slight inverse relationship for schizophrenia

(Frumkin, 1954) or no relationship at all (Clausen and Kohn, 1959). As a

possible explanation for the findings observed in Hagerstown, Maryland,

Clausen and Kohn (1959) suggest that selective outmigration of lower-class

schizophrenics may account for their failure to confirm other findings. In

a comparison of hospitalized and non-hospitalized cases of psychoses in

Wellesley, Massachusetts, Kaplan, et al. (1956) report that the incidence

of non-hospitalized psychoses was higher in the upper as compared to lower

status groups; although, when added to hospitalized cases, the total pre-

valence was greater in the lower class. However, Pasamanick, et al. (1959)

find an inverse relationship between psychoses and social class in non-

hospitalized populations; the lowest class in the study shows the lowest inci-

dence. They attribute this finding to the high proportion of Negroes in the

lowest group.

To further confound the attempt to establish regularities, there is

some evidence that mental health professionals react differently to persons

on different levels. Haase (1964) found that when identical Rorschach psycho-

grams, but with varying social class background histories, were presented to

each of nineteen occupational gro4ps, ranked these in order of increasing psy-
choses rates and correlated them with the ranking of occupations in terms of
increasing income and prestige. This method leads to higher correlation than
if the correlation had been computed over individuals, i.e., it is an eco-
logical correlation.
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psychologists for evaluation, the same Rorschach tended to be evaluated

as more frequently having been produced by a psychotic when low status iden-

tifications were attached. Rosengren (1962) reports in an analysis of case

materials of ex-psychiatric patients (matched by the original diagnosis of

illness, age, and sex) that "these materials suggested a perspective Don the

part of mental health personnel toward the lower class child which might be

summed as blame-control, and a frame of reference for the middle class child

which might be summed up as explain-treat (p. 18)." Similarly, Hollingshead

and Redlich (1958) found that psychiatrists preferred to deal with upper

status patients and would more often prescribe intensive psychotherapy to such

patients.

More recently, a study of 610 children seen in the Children's Psychiatric

Hospital of the University of Michigan's Medical Center during 1960-61

(Harrison, et al., 1965) reports a positive correlation between recommenda-

tions for psychotherapeutic treatment and the families' higher socio-economic

status. The authors note that what is significant about this correlation is

not in terms of the mental health problems of the children but in terms of

the breater affinity with higher status groups on the part of psychotherapists.

In another report from the same study (McDermott, et al., 1965), a compari-

son is made of the historic and psychiatric data on a sub-group of 263 chil-

dren of 'blue collar' families, dividing them into two groups on the basis

of their fathers' occupations, i.e., skilled and unskilled. They report

that "The 'unskilled' group was seen as having a significantly higher inci-

dence of diagnosed personality and borderline states Although home ad-

justment ratings were comparesble within the two groups, the 'unskilled'

group was seen as presenting a significantly greater problem in school.

Referrals for professional treatment nonetheless were found to be made rela-
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Lively later for the 'unskilled."*

To sonic degree, lower status persons show characteristics which tend to

complement the treatment they receive from mental-health personnel. Star

(l955,1956) shows that lower status individuals are less likely to recognize

signs of mental disorder when presented with vignettes describing persons

manifesting behavior problems.** A number of subsequent surveys ** have also

confirmed the findings that the higher the educational and occupational level

of a respondent "the more optimistic he was about the likelihood of recovery

from mental illness, the greater the tendency to recommend rfofessional treat-

ment, the more frequently he qualified his response about the possibility of

hereditary factors being involved in mental Illness...and the less frequently

he cited poor living conditions as a cause of mental disease (Halpert, 1965)."

Turin. et al. (1960) also found that education was positively related to

whether or not a respondent would seek professional help for an emotional problem,

while Hollingshead and Redlich (1958) found that low-status patients were

puzzled by psychotherapy and unable to grasp the fact that "talking" was the

treatment.

* For specific criticisms of the mental health professions, see Schneider-
man (1965), Riessman and Scribner (1965), and Riessman, et al. (1964).

** A recent study in Baltimore by Lemkau and Crocetti (1962) shows conside-
rable changes in the public's ability to correctly identify these vignettes
as indicating mental disorder. Whereas in the NORC (Star, 1955) study, only
34% identified simple schizophrenia, in this work 78% were able to do so.
However, the authors do not indicate whether the lower socio-economic group
is participating in this general shift towards a more psychogenic interpre-
tation of behavior disorders.

444 Freeman and Kassebaum, 1960; Lemkau and Crocetti, 1962; and Meyer,
1964.
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The studies cited in this section display heterogeneity in design and

coverage; to some unknown degree, this heterogeneity may account for the

seeming contradictions manifested in their results. Since the study of both

the epidemiology and etiology of personality disorder has been the concern of

scholars from varied fields, we are certain that our coverage is limited. We

have not, furthermore, discussed the differential care received by low SES

individuals within treatment instLtuLL:Als, social class factors related to

length of mental hospital stay,* rehospitalization rates for mental illness

by social class, nor the acceptance of mental patients by their families and

social groups upon discharge.**

H. Intellectual Performance and Linguistic Behavior:

Since the analysis of the relationship between Army Alpha Examination

scores and the occupations of World War I draftees,*** few empirical findings

have seemed better established than those relating SES and performance on tests

of intellectual functioning. Specific studies are too numerous to review, but

there is a fair amount of consensus among the studies that the magnitude of

the correlation ranges from .40-.50 (Friedhoff, 1955; Anastasi, 1958; Knief

and Stroud, 1959; Wolf, 1965). Similar findings have been documented for the

relationship between SES and academic performance as measured by rank in class,

grade-point averages, and achievement test scores.**** Parental SES tends to

* See, for example, the review by Krause (1967).
** A discussion of attitudes toward deviant behavior, by social class, with

emphasis on the issue of mental health is presented by Dohrenwend and Chin-
Shong (1967).

*** See the discussion by Miner (1957), pp. 67-71.
**** A useful summary of the major findings from studies of education and

social class is given in Herriott and St. John (1966), Chapter I.
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correlate between .30-.60 with measures of performance in school, depending

on subject matt.t!r (Rossi, et. al., 1959).

or special interest to this review are researches on differences between

Negroes and whites in both I.Q. tests and school performance. Coleman, et

al. (1966).. find consistent differences in achievement between Negroes and

whites, holding a number of background factors constant. Furthermore, they

find that the background factors account for more of the variance in achieve-

ment at earlier grades than at later ones, the decline, however, being slight.

In a report from the Institute for Developmental Studies in New York, Deutsch

and Brown (1964) find that at each SES level, Negro children score lower on

E.Q. tests than whites and that Negro-white differences increase at each

higher SES level. Recently, Hicks and Pellegrini (1966) evaluated twenty-

seven studies of differences in Negro vs. white I.Q. and concluded that

knowledge of race accounts for only 6% of the variance in I.Q.*

In the early 1920's, these relationships were first documented on a large

scale. They sparked a nature-nurture controversy which diminished only when

it became obvious that there was no powerful methodology available to settle

the question, nor to partition among heredity or environment their proper

shares of the total variance in I.Q. or intellectual performance. Currently,

it is generally accepted that some portion of individuals' performance on

such tasks is accounted for by genetic** differences and some portion is

accounted for by differences in life experiences and other environmental fac-

* Dreger and Miller (1960) present a review of published psychological stu-
dies, 1943-1958, which involve Negro-white comparisons. They note that although
Negroes score lower on tests of intellectual functions, they average well with-
in the normal range for whites.

** Note that "genetic" does not imply direct and simple inheritance of
traits, but that there are genetic differences in the gene pools of each parent.
Thus, the correlation between scores on the National Merit Scholarship Quali-
fying Test is .9 for identical twins, and .6 for fraternal twins; the latter is
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tors, although the exact proportion may never be fully worked out.

Since linguistic behavior is directly implicated in measures of intellec-

tual performance, studies of the learning and use of language by people of

different socio-economic levels lead to further specifications of the relation-

ship between SES and intellectual performance. Consequently, special note

should be taken of studies which do investigate the processes which link

socio-economic status and linguistic behavior.

Schatzman and Strauss (1955), studying the protocols of interviews with

survivors of natural disasters, noted qualitative differences in the way in

which persons of different class levels described their experiences. Upper

status respondents tended to be concrete in their descriptions, able to see the

disaster from the position of others, and tended to use specific names rather

than general pronouns; the language of the lower status respondents had the

opposite characteristics.

Following along the same lines, Bernstein (1958, 1960, 1962, 1964a) pro-

vides a-more elaborate characterization of class differences in the use of

language: he distinguishes between class-differentiated modes of cognition

and modes in which the .expression of language modifies perception. He pos-
t:,

tulates (Bernstein, 1958) the existence of "public" and "formal" languages

(or, in his later work, "restricted" and "elaborated" codes). "Public" language

consists of short, grammmatically simple, often unfinished sentences in poor

syntax with an emphasis on emotive rather than logical implications. "Formal"

language is rich in personal, individual, qualifications (e.g., "I believe

not too different from the correlation between parents and their children

(Nichols, 1967).

* For a current discussion of the relationship between genetics and social
processes, with special references to the study of intelligence, see Eckland

(1967).
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with tone and volume taking second place to logical meaning. He argues not

only that these codes can be distinguished, but that their use is class-

correlated and independent of measured intelligence. In particular, the

middle-class child is socialized to use bqth codes, whereas the working

class child is restricted to the "public" language.*

Hess and ,:o-workers (Hess and Shipman, 1965, 1966a, 1966b; Bear, et al.,

1965; Olim, et al., 1967) have extended the empirical base of Bernstein's

insights and provided knowledge concerning the genesis of class differences

in the use of language. Their study was designed to test the existence of

a relationship between the child's cognitive development and the mother's

verbal ability, maternal teaching style, and characteristic mode of family

control. Ln an early report from this study of 160 Negro mothers and their

pre-school children drawn from four socio-economic levels, Hess and Shipman

(1965) conclude that "... the meaning of deprivation is a deprivation of meaning

-- a cognitive environment in which behavior is controlled by status rules

rather than by attention to the individual characteristics of the situation,

and one in which behavior is not mediated by verbal cues or by teaching that

relates events to one another and the present to the future."

ln short, lower status mothers tell their children what to do without

explaining why it should be done.**

Not only does class-linked linguistic behavior help us to understand the

functioning of different social class levels in the performance of intellec-

tual tasks, but such differences can also serve as indicators of class posi-

tion (as G.B. Shaw saw so well in Pygmalion.). In one study, Harms (1961)

* Fernstein's own experiments have been restricted to analyzing the verbal
behavior of a group of 16-year-old boys; however, a later article (Bernstein,
1964b) applies the framework to cover the therapist-patient relationship.

** A recent review (Cazden, 1966) nicely summarizes the state of knowledge
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played to a sample of respondents (N=180) content-neutral recordings made by

speakers from three status groups. He found that respondents were able to

identify correctly the social status of the speakers, with a slight tendency

to be able to identify members from one's own status group more accurately;

listeners also attributed higher ratings of "credibility" to higher status

speakers, regardless of their own social status. Furthermore, there is a

positive correlation between the subjective class evaluation of a speaker

and the credibility attributed to him (the average correlation over the nine

cells is .50). A number of research findings also support the contention

that neither racial nor regional dialects of speakers inhibit the ability of

listeners to identify the speakers' social class (Putnam and O'Hern, 1955;

Harms, 1963; Ellis, 1963). Another implication present in these studies is

that education does not completely erase auditory cues which make class

distinctions possible. For example, in one series of experiments, Ellis

(1967) used college students as speakers. Yet, listeners were able to iden-

tify the states of family background.*

Labov (1964) has analyzed the linguistic structure of adult subjects in

the New York metropolitan area, and found that linguistic variables correlate

with objective indicators of social-status position. For example, an analysis

of the phoneme th shows that upper-middle-class respondents depart very little,

in all types of linguistic contexts,** from the prestige standard of radio

concerning "subcultural" differences in the language of children.

* The listeners produced mean ratings of the speakers' social status which

correlated .80 with Hollingshead's measure.

** The linguistic interviews obtained samples of careful speech, casual

speech, reading style, and pronunciation of specific word lists.
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and TV announcers; however, the lower the class, the more pronounced the

differences between different syles, as well as the distance from the most

prestigious style.

It should he borne in mind that although the relationships between

socio-economic status and t.Q. are well documented, studies of linguistic

processes have yet to move out of the state of small projects accomplished

with, at best, haphazard and casual samples. Hess' (1965) study, which can

be regarded as the most systematic yet to appear in the literature, is based

upon observations on Negroes in one neighborhood of Chicago and has not been

replicated in otter regions of the country, with other types of groups. We

have also been unable to locate any studies which investigate the consequences

of speech behavior as an indicator of social status: if an individual's speech

reveals his social status, is this a handicap to lower status individuals,

e.g., in the job interview situation?

Omitted from this review is any discussion of the quality of education

available to lower status groups and possible effects thereof on performance.

Linguistic development is one of the prior,variables in understanding the

relationships between SES and intellectual performance. The "quality" of

educational experiences, however, become a possible major intervening variable

between individuals and their performance. The most extensive study along

these lines (Coleman, et al. , 1966) indicates that most measures of educa-

tional quality are only marginally related to performance on intellectual

tasks, once socio-economic status is held constant. Other studies* of adults,

* Some of these relationships are discussed in the report of the United States
Commission on Civil Rights (1967). Unpublished data analyzed by NORC from its
study for the Commission indicates that controlling for parental education,
verbal achievement, and school quality are positively correlated. For a
discussion of facilities available to different groups in one city, see Sex-
ton (1961); the impact of pupil background on teachers has been studied by
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however, hold forth the possibility that some educational quality effects

may yet he found.

1. Values and Ideology:

As a concept in sociology, "values" has a particularly murky position.

Indeed, it would have been possible, following at least one definition of

"value," to write our preceding sub-sections entirely in terms of socio-

economic differentials in values. Thus, the discussion of child-rearing

practices could have been stated in terms of the differences in desired

behavioral tendencies sought by middle class and lower class parents. In

order to bypass the difficult question of whether a particular practice or

behavioral tendency actually expressed generalized preferences or desired end

states, we have preferred to review the literature primarily in terms of

behavior and predisposition, leaving to this sub-section studies involving

highly generalized preferences, views of the world, and the society. For

convenience, we have separated values from ideology, the latter being pri-

marily related to evaluations of society and its component parts.

Despite the emphasis on values by writers who subscribe to the view that

the "lower-lowers" constitute a subculture, there have been few studies of

values seen as generalized world views. Using Kluckhohn's (Kluckhohn, 1950,

1951; Kluckhohn and Strodtbeck, 1961) multi-dimensional classification of

value systems, Schneiderman (1964) administered questionnaires to a small

sample of 35 relief clients in St. Paul, Minnesota, a sample of 68 social

workers employed by the Department of Public Welfare, and a sample of 52

Herriott and St. John (1966); the possible differential treatments meted out
to low income students and possible solutions are discussed by Riessman

(1962).
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teachers of the children from the 35 families. Schneiderman found that re-

sponses From the teachers and the social workers were in such strong agree-

ment that they could be considered as drawn from the same population. The

welfare clients professed value patterns markedly different from the pro-

fessionals' -- a world view which sees man as subjugated to, or in harmony

with, nature as opposed to a view which sees man as mastering nature; a

present-time orientation as opposed to a future-time orientation; an indi-

vidualistic orientation as opposed to a lineal or collateral onc (showing

in this respect little difference from professional social workers or teachers);

a slight, although not significant, preference for a pessimistic as opposed

to an optimistic view of human nature; and an orientation to being rather

than becoming.

A more elaborate study was reported in an article by Cohen and Hodges

(1963) based upon interviews with 2600 male heads of households in three

counties in the San Francisco area. The article presents in a summary form

generalizations contrasting the "lower blue collar" respondents with others

interviewed.* They characterize this group as having a simplified experien-

tial contact with the world (that is, a constriction of life experiences),

a sense of deprivation with accompanying feelings of insecurity, and a con-

sequent inability to cope with the problems of life. Lower blue-collar

respondents are further characterized as anti-intellectual and authoritarian,

with corresponding intolerance for violators of conventional morality and

for minority groups a pessimism concerning the future, and a misanthropic

* Unfortunately, their presentation does not contain a clear statement
of either how they distinguish this group from others nor detailed descrip-
tions of the questionnaires used. This appears to be a preliminary report
of the research, but we were unable to find a more detailed account of this
particular study.
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view of mankind.

A similar characterization of working class life has been offered by

S.M. Miller and Riessman (1961b) in which they identify the following themes:

a concern for stability and security, traditionalism in moral precepts. anti-

intellectuatism, and appreciation of "excitement" among younger groups, and

intensity concerning those things which matter to them. Miller and Riessman

make a distinction between the "stable" working class described, and a "lower

class" worker, the difference being that "lower class style is considered to

be the inability to develop an adequate measure of coping with the environment

so that some degree of security and stability ensues (p. 96)."

W. Miller (1958), in an article summarizing some results of his study of

twenty-one street corner groups in Boston, presented a list of "focal concerns"

of lower class culture which foster delinquent behavior. A considerable

similarity between these concerns and the previous studies described in this

section can be seen from the following list: toughness (masculinity), trouble

(contacts with the police or other law enforcement agencies), smartness (getting

by with a minimum of exertion and a maximum of mental agility), excitement

(being where the action is), and autonomy (avoidance or rejection of external

controls imposed by society).

The sense of powerlessness, inability to control one's fate, and detach-

ment from the larger society is shown in a number of special studies directed

at these dimensions. Cited earlier was the finding by Campbell, et al. (1960)

that members of the working and lower class lack a feeling of political

efficacy. A number of studies confirm that anomia* is more prevalent in the

* In these studies, anomia is usually measured with a scale constructed by
Leo Srole. It attempts to measure the extent to which an individual feels
that community leaders are indifferent to his needs, that he can do little to
direct his life with any degree of time perspective, feelings of retrogression
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lower levels of the socio- economic ladder (Bell, 1957; Meier and Bell, 1959;

Simpson and Miller, 1963).

The extent to which the lower class differs markedly in these respects

from other groups in the society is hard to judge from any of these studies.

Schneiderman's small, scale study is perhaps the easiest to evaluate, but

its scope is so narrow that confidence in its conclusions cannot he strongly

justified. The conclusions of the study by Cohen and Hodges would be con-

siderably strengthened had the authors presented mote of their data. Whether

descriptions presented by S.M. Miller and Riessman are correct or not is

even harder to judge since whatever data may underlay their statements it is

not documented in their presentations. Finally, the complete analysis of

Walter Miller's study of a lower class area in Boston has not been published;

it is therefore difficult to judge the extent to which the "focal concerns"

isolated from the study of gangs can be extended to toper age and sex group-

ings.

Somewhat better studies exist of ideology; a fairly large number of

studies indicate an inverse relationship between SES and expressed prejudice

or social distance from minority groups. Stember (1966), in an analysis of

the relationship of education to anti-semitism, shows that inverse relation-

ships persist in a large number of national surveys conducted in the post

World War II period. Utilizing data from a representative sample of adults

(N= 1182,), Hodge and Treiman (1966) show an'Inverse relationship between SES

and prejudice toward Negroes; this relationship is seen to hold whether SES

is measured by income, education, or occupation (Treiman, 1966). A number of

studies have used a Social Distance Scale in the study of prejudice toward

from goals already reached, loss of meaning of internalized group norms, values
and goals, and lack of confidence in immediate personal relationships.
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intergroup prejudice among lower SES levels

d, 1954; Westie and Westie, 1957).

or political deviants, Stouffer (1955) found

oups were less tolerant toward socialists,

lthough education played a stronger role in the

tion or income. Lower SES groups were more willing

cialists from a variety of positions, including

Lave private industries, than middle class respondents.

n a major review article of many studies, argues that

, educational experiences, characteristic tensions and

the lack of sophistication of low status individuals,

"to favor extremist, intolerant and transvaluational forms

d religious behavior."* Lipsitz (1965) disputes Upset's

owing that for three national sample surveys most of the in-

onship between authoritarianism and SES can be eliminated by

for the educational attainment of respondents. S.M. Miller and

1961a) also dispute Upset's findings, although mainly on the grounds

measures of authoritarianism employed are biased in favor of the

class.

and
for

th

t

The original presentation of the relationship between authoritarianism
prejudice was conceived chiefly in connection with middle class support
fascist movements (Adorno, et al., 1950). Partly due to biased sampling,

e finding that the lower middle class is the most prejudiced and authori-
arian has not been sustained in subsequent findings. Janowitz and Marvick

1953), for example, find an inverse relationship between authoritarianism

(using a shcrt version of the F-scale) and SES. For some of the critiques

of the original Adorno, et al., work, see Christie and Jahoda (1954); for

a summary of the research findings of the many studies in this area, see
Christie and Cook (1958).
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* Similar findings for other Western countries are

963).

tion, and of particular importance in its policy implica-

the ideology of relief -- whether there exists a discrete

about giving and receiving public welfare. The distinction

butory social insurance and the "dole" has been at the heart

al wisdom about the American approach to poverty for the past

y (Brown, 1956). The prevailing image of public opinion has the

uctant about handing out the dole and the poor uncomfortable about

g handouts.

pirical evidence bearing on these assumptions is scant, indeed, and

read across three, decades. As a result attempts to synthesize even

* As indicated earlier, working class liberalism does not extend toward
civil liberties for deviant political groups; in those instances, the work-
ing class is more likely to take a conservative position. On an individual
level, it appears that liberalism on economic issues is often correlated
inversely with liberal views on civil rights for deviant groups.
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what is available are confounded by three historical phenomena: (1) only

during the Thirties, and not since, it was possible for the public to fix

the blame for poverty on a national economic catastrophe; (2) because the

poor and the Negro have in recent years become so largely coterminous in the

public mind, it is difficult to know when attitudes toward race confound to

attitudes toward welfare; and (3) the Aid to Dependent Children has over-

shadowed Old Age Assistance as the dominant public assistance program in the

last decade.

Nevertheless, what evidence is available does not clearly support the

stereotypes. in a compendium of national surveys on social security over

the past thirty years, Schiltz (1968) notes a marked absence of concern for

the allegedly superior aspects of old age insurance arising from its con-

tributory and non-means-test provisions. Pinner, et al. (1959), in a study

of OAA recipients in California, found a propensity for the aged to regard

their checks as a matter of right. Pinner's indirect evidence supports that

of Bond, et al. (1954) who found, in another California survey, that the

children of needy aged, prefer their parents to go on relief, even if the

children are capable of supporting their parents; and that the parents prefer

public support to that of their children.*

Even more important, the evidence is abundant that the American public,

both as taxpayers and as relief consumers, regard the poverty of the aged

quite differently than poverty among younger age groups. Schiltz (1968) notes

that from 1936-1946, old age programs received nearly unanimous support from

all sectors of the population, while unemployment compensation received less

support, and generated sharp cleavages along urban-rural and educational

continua, the college-educated rural resident being the most hostile.

* Pinner also reports that more OAA recipients are "glad" to be on OAA
than are "embarassed" by it.
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The distinguishing feature seems to be that the aged cannot be expected

to work, and tin's deserve support (Pinner, 1959). Studies of depression

unemployment (Bakke, 1940; Angell, 1936) seem to suggest that what demeans

is not the acceptance of charity, but the implicit prior assumption that one

has failed in not getting and holding a job. Survey evidence is overwhelming

that Americans preferred work relief to cash relief during the depression,

and there was no difference on this attitude by income class or relief status

(Schiltz, 1968). Bakke (1940) notes the restored self-image among those on

work relief. Pinner (1959) concludes that the work ethic is stronger among

those who have had a marginally successful work history than among those who

have not.

in this connection, the findings by Coodchilds and Smith (1963) are

relevant. They found, among a small sample of unemployed men, that middle

class respondents tended to lower their self-appraisal as the length of un-

employment increased, while working class respondents' self-appraisal increased.

The finding that unemployment apparently had more of a negative effect on

middle class respondents is consistent with Bakke, the finding of increases

in positive self-perceptions with the length of unemployment on the part of

lower status respondents needs further clarification.

if there is evidence that the work ethic is salient, there is little

evidence that economic self-interest is equally so. In an examination of

scores of survey questions related to social security programs and welfare

policy, Schiltz (1968) finds no consistent patterns among income or age lines.

Tangible evidence about the effect of relief on the incentive to work

is hard to come by. Lane (1962), in his intensive interviewing of lower

middle class Westport men, finds a deeply ingrained belief that the lower

classes would stop working if their needs were met by a dole. Whether this

belief pervades the public generally has never been tested.
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Clearly widespread is the conviction that relief recipients cheat

(Schiltz, 1968; Lane, 1962; Bond, 1954) -- a conviction which is not strongly

influenced by income class; and the implication seems to be that cheating by

relief recipients is more reprehensible than analogous white-collar deceptions

(bane, 1962). But this willingness to ascribe "chiselling" to the relief

recipient is consistently accompanied by a willingness to sustain or increase

present levels of relief. It may be that the American public is caught in

a cross-pressure between its philanthropic impulse and its competitive-work

ethic. This attitude is caught directly in Lane (1962) and summarized in

Schiltz (1968). At the same time, cheating appears to be different from the

perspective of the recipient. Bakke (1940) describes the delicate style,

developed from experience, necessary to "con" the relief worker into a few

extras, and suggests that the art of getting tie most out of the "system"

became, for many depression men, an acceptable status substitute for the art

of getting and keeping a job.

Finally, the American public has been rather consistently unwilling to

firmly fix responsibility for individual poverty. Schiltz (1968) has shown

that although more willing to ascribe poverty to "circumstances" during the

depression, Americans in the Sixties are about equally divided as to whether

a person's poverty is his own fault, that of circumstances alone, or both taken

together.

An Overview:

The images of the poor are largely substantiated in the literature on

the correlates of social class position. But, the crucial finding of our

review of this body of research is that the characteristics of the poor are

at best exaggerated forms of conditions which beset the lower range of socio-
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